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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing out and distinctly 
claiming the subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

Claim 10 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite 

for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant 

regards as the invention. For claim 10, it is unclear whether or not the associated wall is 

to be claimed in combination with the adapter. In claim 1, the associated wall is located 

in an intended userfor" statement and therefore not positively claimed. However, in 

claim 10, the associated wall is positively claimed, i.e. "first wall is depressed toward 

the associated wall". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 

form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claims 1-5 and 10 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Vollmer (4,264,013). Vollmer teaches an adapter (Fig. 1) comprising: a first wall (11) 
having circular openings (17) with depressions, a second wall (12) depending normally 
from an edge of a first end (which is parallel to the longitudinal axis of the first wall) of 
the first wall, a third wall (14) extending from the second wall and being parallel to the 
first wall, a fourth wall (13) depending normally from an edge of a second end (which is 
parallel to the longitudinal axis of the first wall) of the first wall, and a fifth wall (15) 
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extending from the fourth wall and being parallel to the first wall. The third and fifth 
walls include openings (16). Please note: limitations found in intended useffor" 
statements have been given no weight in the claims. 

Claims 1-5 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated by 
Fredrickson (4,606,466). Fredrickson teaches an adapter (Fig. 1 ; see Attachment A) 
comprising: a first wall (A) having "generally" circular openings (20), a second wall (B) 
depending normally from a first end (which is parallel to the longitudinal axis of the first 
wall) of the first wall, a third wall (C) extending from the second wall and being parallel 
to the first wall, a fourth wall (D) depending normally from a second end (which is 
parallel to the longitudinal axis of the first wall) of the first wall, and a fifth wall (E) 
extending from the fourth wall and being parallel to the first wall. The third and fifth 
walls include openings (F). Please note: limitations found in intended use/"for" 
statements have been given no weight in the claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Vollmer in 

view of Ferenzi. A stated above, Vollmer teaches the limitations of claims 1-4, including 

holes in the fifth wall. For claim 6, Vollmer fails to teach notches in the fifth wall. 
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Ferenzi teaches the use of notches (62) in supporting a structure on a wall. It would 
have been an obvious consideration to modify the lower openings of the fifth and third 
walls, by using alternate opening in the walls, i.e. using notches, such as is taught by 
Ferenzi, instead of holes therein, since these openings are functional equivalents and 
either would work well in supporting (along with the necessary fasteners) the adapter on 
a wall. Furthermore, because of the notches, the adapter of Vollmer in view of Ferenzi 
would be easily positionable on a vertical surface. For example, the adapter could be 
placed on the surface by aligning the notches with pre-placed fasteners on the surface 
and inserting them there over. Then the fasteners in the upper openings can be 
attached thereto to secure the adapter to the surface. 

Claims 9 and 1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vollmer. A stated above, Vollmer teaches the limitations of claim 1 , including a plastic 
adapter with walls. For claim 9, Vollmer fails to teach that the adapter is metal. The 
examiner takes Official notice that metal jewelry holders/adapters are well known in the 
art. Therefore, it would have been an obvious design consideration to modify the 
adapter by making it out of an alternate material, i.e. making it out of metal and not 
plastic as disclosed, depending on the desired need of the person constructing the 
adapter, e.g. depending on personal preferences, depending on the material readily 
available, depending on economic considerations, etc. 

For claim 1 1 , Vollmer fails to teach that the holes are located equidistant from a 
top and bottom edge of the first wall. It would have been an obvious design 
consideration to modify the adapter by moving the holes so that they are more centered 
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on the first wall, depending on the desired need of the person constructing the adapter, 
e.g. depending on personal preferences, depending on the size of the articles to be 
hung from the adapted, for aesthetic reasons, etc. 

Claims 12-15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Vollmer in view of Ferenzi. Vollmer teaches an adapter (Fig. 1) comprising: a first wall 
(11) having openings (17) with depressions, a second wall (12) depending normally 
from an edge of a first end (which is parallel to the longitudinal axis of the first wall) of 
the first wall, a third wall (14) extending from the second wall and being parallel to the 
first wall, a fourth wall (13) depending normally from an edge of a second end (which is 
parallel to the longitudinal axis of the first wall) of the first wall, and a fifth wall (1 5) - 
extending from the fourth wall and being parallel to the first wall. The third and fifth 
walls include openings (16). For claim 12, Vollmer fails to teach that the adapter is 
placed on the side wall in a cabinet. Ferenzi teaches a cosmetic cabinet with side walls 
(Fig. 1). It would have been obvious to add an adapter, such as is taught by Vollmer, on 
one of the side walls of the cabinet of Ferenzi, to provide an additional jewelry holder in 
the cabinet. 

For claims 14 and 15, Vollmer in view of Ferenzi fails to teach notches in the fifth 
wall. Ferenzi further teaches the use of notches (62) in supporting a structure on a wall. 
It would have been an obvious consideration to modify the lower openings of the fifth 
and third walls, by using alternate opening in the walls, i.e. using notches, such as is 
taught by Ferenzi, instead of holes therein, since these openings are functional 
equivalents and either would work well in supporting (along with the necessary 
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fasteners) the adapter on a wall. Furthermore, because of the notches, the adapter of 
Vollmer in view of Ferenzi would be easily positionable on a vertical surface. For 
example, the adapter could be placed on the surface by aligning the notches with pre- 
placed fasteners/lances on the surface and inserting them there over. Then the 
fasteners in the upper openings can be attached thereto to secure the adapter to the 
surface. 

Claims 6-8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fredrickson in view of Ferenzi. A stated above, Fredrickson teaches the limitations of 
claims 1-4, including holes in the fifth wall. For claim 6, Fredrickson fails to teach 
notches in the fifth wall. Ferenzi teaches the use of notches (62) in supporting a 
structure on a wall. It would have been an obvious consideration to add notches in the 
lower portions of the fifth wall of Fredrickson, such as is taught by Ferenzi, because the 
notches would allow the adapter to be easily positionable on a vertical surface. For 
example, the adapter could be placed on the surface by aligning the notches with pre- 
placed fasteners/lances on the surface and inserting them there over. Then the 
fasteners in the upper openings can be attached thereto to secure the adapter to the 
surface. 

Claim 11 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Fredrickson. A stated above, Fredrickson teaches the limitations of claim 1, including a 
plastic adapter with openings in its first wall. For claim 1 1 , Fredrickson fails to teach 
that the holes are located equidistant from a top and bottom edge of the first wall. It 
would have been an obvious design consideration to modify the adapter by moving the 
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holes so that they are more centered on the first wall, depending on the desired need of 
the person constructing the adapter, e.g. depending on personal preferences, 
depending on the size of the articles to be hung from the adapted, for aesthetic reasons, 
etc. 

Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments concerning the references of Vollmer and Ferenzi filed 
July 31,2006 have been fully considered but they are not persuasive. 

Addressing the arguments concerning Vollmer: as stated above, the examiner 
contends that Vollmer does teach the limitations in the claims directed to the second 
and fourth walls and their relationships with the first wall. Namely, the second wall 
depends from an edge portion of the first longitudinally extending end of the first wall 
and the fourth wall depends from an edge portion of the second longitudinally extending 
end of the first wall. Note: there is nothing in the claims stating that the second/fourth 
walls depend from and along the entire first/second ends of the first wall or that they can 
not themselves be perpendicular to the longitudinal axis of the first wall. The examiner 
takes the broadest reasonable interpretation of the limitations in the claims and 
therefore, it has been determined that the reference of Vollmer can still be applied. 

As for the depressions of the openings, since the associated wall and its 
relationship with the adapter was not positively claimed in claim 1, for claim 10 this 
limitation is abstract at best and inherently able to be met by Vollmer. For example, the 
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depressions of Vollmer would inherently be depressed toward an associated opposing 
wall of the room in which it is hung. 

As for the location of the holes, as stated above, it would have been an obvious 
design consideration to modify the adapter by moving the holes so that they are more 
centered on the first wall, depending on the desired need of the person constructing the 
adapter, e.g. depending on personal preferences, depending on the size of the articles 
to be hung from the adapter, for aesthetic reasons, etc. 

As for the method claims (which add in Ferenzi), since Vollmer in view of Ferenzi 
teaches all of the structural limitations claimed, the method step are inherently met. As 
for the "pegboard" argument, it should be understood that this term is simply 
nomenclature, the structure of Vollmer reading on the "peg board adapter" structure 
claimed. 

Finally, it is agreed that Vollmer does not teach notches which receive lances. 
However, Vollmer's structure as modified by Ferenzi does meet these limitations. See 
103 rejection above. 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
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TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 



Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Janet M. Wilkens whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
6869. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lanna Mai can be reached on (571) 272-6867. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Wilkens 

October 13, 2006 




JANET M. WILKENS 
PRIMARY EXAMINER 
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